shcid^abirto °J ^terial and 



qualms about "sisaK no-" ^-^i-eves in it cruy for himself and has 
I don't care that^SIld and dS k2TtSSrse^?“^?S''l^^-'^ ^ 

oppt a.^ives or*rs =, easUv .SSbl^ f’T 



S1.^ £ “ HTr ... . 

deaths of witnesses or TDe-haoe ev4i ^urportant ractor, and the Intervening ■ 

g. I „„ StSsS^L^ha’SiS'^LStd.l^tSliSSS^ 

you but Sylvi, (vou c Jl.*' * 

^ttle excuse for not tinastmn.:. him. The more who read the ms the logs SSc^%«i’-f^^ ™ 
■frony being upset vhen ti» bock is nubliahed. 4r^ ne«^ r =t^ -.rbrC''T-L 

a^rs: J."" 

a- A'S” “ "Bit Sf“^ 3 iss'S.— 

S3?:«“‘"-&'E saats. 



.-fell, I'd better close. Best wishes and warm regards to all of vou. 



pn- 



Dave ccnfrcnted me wiih tlie ciaim that I 
thcw^t that John Nichols was an "odd-ball" 
and then when I asked him s*b told him ti-sat 
tried to cite it to vhat I had writtKi Fred! 
r definitely did not write this to ff«d since , 

I ^ happen to h^ve a carbon of that letter , and ’ 

S to Paul Hoch, Jim Schmidt, or ^rge Sennar. I have not had tlaa to write to 
of did mention this to Dave, take ncrte of the dangers 

that Jchn ^ repealed now. For the record, I thiW 

witness personal conversation, and that he could snock a 

to is nothin<r to meet him to understand^ but vhat it boils dow 

So^riSr^aJd S!!!; tot ia»ely seething vhich micht make it a bit harder to set a witoe? 

apprehensive than I ncrmallv would be. As it t 
is he'no- *hrvTjn worried about such a statement attributed to me w’ 

,4 ll, 3tound on the grapevine. If you did mention sorething about this to Davf 

i- you didn t, you can anpreciate the nroblem I hone. 




